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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendment filed 9/1 5/201 0. 

2. Claims 1 -21 are pending in this application. Claims 1,8,12 and 1 3 are 
independent claims. In the instant Amendment, claims 1, 8, 12 and 13 were amended 
and claims 14-21 were added. This is a Non-Final action on the RCE filed 9/15/2010. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 14 and 15 are objected to because of the following informalities: there is 
insufficient antecedent basis for the limitation "the data structure." Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maeda (US 5977976) in view of Applicant's conceded prior art. 

Regarding claim 1 , Maeda discloses a method for generating a displayable menu 
from data of a menu data segment, the menu comprising separately rendered menu 
selectable menu buttons (see fig 5, 100a, 100b and 100c; Examiner notes that menu 
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keys 104 and 111 are separately rendered in a menu upon user selection of either 
"EFFECT" key 102 or "FADER" key 103, respectively) wherein 

at least one group of two or more menu buttons is defined in said menu data 
segment (Examiner's defining keys 1 04 and 111 as a group), wherein each of the two or 
more menu buttons has associated a defined area (see fig 5, where the menu keys 104 
and 1 1 1 occupy the same position in their respective menus 100b and 100c) on the 
display and each menu button that belongs to a particular menu page is separately 
rendered (Examiner notes that menu buttons 104-109 belong to menu page 100b and 
menu buttons 111-114 belong to menu page 1 00c; Applicant is not explicitly claiming 
that the group of two or more menu buttons belong to a single page); 

a menu button may belong to not more than one of said groups (see fig 5; 
Examiner notes that menu keys 1 04 and 1 1 1 belong to one group); 

a state is assigned to each separately rendered menu button, the state being 
"enabled" or "disabled", wherein only an enabled menu button may be displayed (see 
fig 5; Examiner notes that only menu key 104 is displayed when the "EFFECT" key is 
selected), and wherein not more than one menu button within a group may be enabled 
simultaneously (see fig 5; Examiner notes that menu keys 104 and 111 can not be 
enabled simultaneously since menus 100b and 100c can only be displayed upon 
selection of either "EFFECT" key 102 or "FADER" key 103, respectively). 

Maeda does not expressly disclose a button is the "enabled" state may have a 
further state of "normal," "selected," or "activated." However, Applicant's conceded prior 
art discloses "[e]ach button is associated a state, which can either be the 'normal' (or 
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'unselected') state, the 'selected' state or the 'activated' state (see page 1, lines 21-27)." 
It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Applicant's prior art teachings in Maeda's user interface in an effort to provide a different 
visual representation in each state in order to give the user feedback. 

Regarding claim 2, Maeda discloses the areas of menu buttons that belong to 
different groups do not overlap and no display pixel may belong to more than one group 
(see fig 5 where menu keys 1 04 and 111 are shown adjacent to menu keys 1 06 and 
113). 

Regarding claim 3, Maeda discloses the area associated with a group comprises 
a plurality of partial areas not connected with each other (see fig 5 where menu keys 
104 and 111 are shown). 

Regarding claim 4, Maeda discloses said group has associated a rectangular 
area, and wherein visible menu button that belong to said group cover only a part of 
said area, or cover said area completely (see fig 5 where menu key 104 is shown). 

Regarding claim 5, Maeda discloses all visible menu buttons within a group cover 
the same part of said rectangular area (see fig 5; Examiner notes that menu keys 104 
and 111 can not be enabled simultaneously since menus 100b and 100c can only be 
displayed upon selection of either "EFFECT" key 102 or "FADER" key 103, 
respectively). 

Regarding claim 6, Maeda discloses a menu button has an associated 
command, the command being executed upon activation of the menu button, and the 
command comprising enabling or disabling of another menu button (see fig 5, 1 0Oe 
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where the "MOSAIC" key is activated). 

Regarding claim 7, Maeda discloses the menu relates to audio-visual content of 
a removable storage medium, and the menu data are stored on said medium (see col. 
15, line 33 to col. 16, line 66 where the video camera is discussed). 

Claim 8 is similar in scope to claim 1 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. In addition, Maeda discloses mean for rendering each menu button that 
belongs to the same menu page (Examiner notes that menu buttons 104-109 are 
separately rendered and belong to the same page; Applicant is not explicitly claiming 
that the group of two or more menu buttons belong to a single page). 

Regarding claim 10, Maeda discloses a menu button has an associated 
command, the command being executed upon activation of the menu button, and the 
command comprising enabling or disabling of another menu button (see fig 5, 100e 
where the "MOSAIC" key is activated). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Maeda discloses the menu relates to an audio-visual 
multimedia presentation being stored on a removable storage medium, and wherein the 
data stream is also stored on said medium (see col. 15, line 33 to col. 16, line 66 where 
the video camera is discussed). 

Claim 12 is similar in scope to claim 1 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 13 is similar in scope to claim 1 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. In addition, Maeda discloses at least one group of menu buttons is defined 
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within the menu data structure (Examiner's interpreting the separate pages, 100b and 
100c as the claimed "menu data structure"). 

Regarding claim 14, Maeda discloses a menu button has one or more associated 
commands, and the data structure comprises, individually for each menu button, a 
parameter specifying the number of commands per button (Examiner notes that each 
menu button 1 02-1 09 and 1 1 1 -1 1 4 in fig 5 performs a single command). 

Claim 15 is similar in scope to claim 14 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 16 is similar in scope to claim 14 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 17 is similar in scope to claim 14 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Regarding claim 18, Maeda discloses each menu button has an associated 
horizontal and vertical display position (see fig 5 where menu buttons 104-109 and 111- 
1 14 are shown). 

Claim 19 is similar in scope to claim 18 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 20 is similar in scope to claim 18 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 21 is similar in scope to claim 18 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 9/1 5/201 0 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Regarding Applicant's arguments concerning claims 1 , 8 and 12, that Maeda fails 
to disclose a group of two or more menu buttons are defined within the menu data 
structure, the Examiner notes that the claims do not recite the limitation as alleged in 
the arguments. Only claim 13 defines a group of two or more menu buttons within the 
menu data structure. Examiner's interpreting Maeda's separate pages, 100b and 100c 
in fig 5, as the claimed "menu data structure" since the two are functional equivalents. 

Examiner further notes that Applicant's claim language does not explicitly recite 
that "different menu items and buttons are rendered separately, not pagewise," as 
alleged in the arguments. Nor does Applicant's claim language explicitly recite that the 
group of two or more menu buttons belong to a single page. 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,8,12 and 1 3 regarding the 
different states of the "enabled" state have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RASHAWN TILLERY whose telephone number is 
(571)272-6480. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 AM - 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dennis Chow can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/RASHAWN TILLERY/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2174 

/Peng Ke/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2174 



